ENDS AND MEANS
against war.. They warn their subjects that they will be
bombarded from die air by fleets of enemy planes; they
persuade or compel them to subject themselves to air-raid
drills and other forms of military discipline; they proclaim
the necessity of piling up enormous armaments for the
purpose of counter-attack and retaliation, and they actually
build those armaments to the tune, in most European
countries, of nearly or fully half the total national revenue.
At the same time they do all in their power to belittle
the danger from air raids. Millipns of gas-masks are made
and distributed with assurances that they will provide com-
plete protection. Those who make such assurances know
quite well that they are false. Gas-masks cannot be worn
by infants, invalids or the old, and give no protection
whatsoever against vesicants and some of the poisonous
smokes, which for this reason will be the chemicals chiefly
used by the air navies of the world. Meanwhile warnings
by impartial experts are either officially-ignored or belittled.
(The attitude of the Government's spokesman at the British
Medical Association meeting at Oxford in 1936, and that
of The Times in 1937 towards the Cambridge scientists who
warned 'the public against the probable effects of air bom-
bardment, are highly significant in this context.) The whole
effort of all the governments is directed, I repeat, to making
propaganda against enemies and in favour of war; against
those who try to tell the truth about the nature and effects
of the new armaments and in favour of manufacturing such
armaments in ever-increasuig quantities. There are two
reasons why such propaganda is as successful as it is. The
first, as I have explained in this paragraph, must be sought
in the fact that, up to the present, many non-combatants
and some combatants have found war a welcome relief from
the tedium of peace. The second reason will be set forth
in the following paragraph, which deals with another aspect
of the psychological causation of war.